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«WHfH H lft WHW 

15 f&tm, 2003 

■Ro 2^HH1/89/2002 -^h4M^.—HSNtH ^TRT 3TfafWT, 1963 (1963 ^ 38 ) ^ WJ 48 % ^ 

^ W TT^tf Sllf*W>l, jilt WT ^TRT ^RT TP^FT ^ %fw^ ^Ft 

WT^TRI 3 '5TRT <HI^I % 5 r^PT ^TrTT % i 

3n^r 

3TT^?T 

(ftww 2003 % io ^ f^r t n1^cT) 

^TcR ^TRl (^h4M<?1) \ ITRT StMfa % feHJ ^ Mfaf W^t Jl'KlM 

y^d tal f I 

2.1. T^^ft ^ A ftHfafod f^F5 9^cT f^7 % ; 

(i) 3 wit WTW 3 Pkl'42 % wWt % ft^RT ^ *Tf 2WR ftpfl t Wit SffWl JfMM’l, 3T^5 

«f>l ^fcm W, fafaRWlt 3 «1T2 fo* ^ f f^TRT^f 9f*<R cTFRf 3^ ft M f I 

(ti) f 3 l TPR, ^R> cffiR frf % % vWfrn ^1 ^Ttfl 3 ygf&ffl ^Ptt WR $> wit / ‘fc'tRRt % fen? jft^R 17 ? ^Rl yWcH 

-i-jrt i fcid <wt fg (^ifuft ^rfWt ^t eir$#a 9 ^R ^ wn) ftfrwr 1978, % sicpfa 

w^t chu^M g>i cnf#?r ftFn wn I I ^ frf $> *tfW ^> ’cprfptTft 3 wfcn % toi ft, 

^rfl *rf*R>t % fcPJ 3TMR *R, fcR 5 rHR ^ 5^1 % 6 rR ^Hlt»?lft % eFTFt cf?t 3)N^99)dJ t I 

(iii) Vflglvfl m 3^ cT2 ^ wit yf^-cH % 9PWH ^'t ^| ^q| ^Tf 'Qpll^-qcl f^> ^1 V3-1<*I 

W 1 TR ftet yrR ^1 % W ^t wieTR % fcPJ, ^Mtft ^ ^^IRtt *T5et ^ 

1 w«r 2002 ^ ^fr^ ; ^fWi ^ 3 icP ^t 3iWfa ^1 ftafa fePn 1 

(iv) ^ fefj ^ wi % «^t ^ sti ^rft 3^i(^a % fe<K u i 

I I 4 ?f^d fcj^j ^ 01 ^, %R 3?rfe ^ 4l'klfacf> ( 1 FR 1 ^ f^TR Wrf ^ ^F 1 W % Wit % fcR 
cjft, ulcPJH ^4>Rld ydicHd ^ ^eR? ^t M ^St I 

(v) W CHWlRd HVn^n ^Rrat gRI gf^TH A wftd ^?t ^ 3ri^PP ^tt mi ^if stt I ^Ro ^Rl ^ 

3 lf^Tlf^ <R wit 9 fRR yi^rcR ^ sfR *w ?if^T % drHiK yq%n % OT wit yetdd ^ ciiya 

W W2I ft, d^HH ^ d^Jcl ^t RI 7{?l Site dfr ft TPfKit I 

(1) 



3TRcT srt 
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z m mm 
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2 - 2 - ^ ^ ^f>WT #n3ft gRI gHlfttl ^ RPIcft otmn ?? TR ^ gq 

^TT^cT#R^ £ I JRPR ^ ^ ^ fcT? ^T>R3 #IT <fl, uRRTR T^et £RT JR^d ^ ^ ^ 

y^lRld cRt 3TWR f^fF* g[^n foOT ift y^py foyy jyyy | I ITRM^tgsqil^ftPTF^Rf :- 

0) TRTlI^T ^ A, PTP*-3 ^ ^P m3\ ^ Tfr&M, 4rf*PP.y4^RT ^ foy %R ^ OT^T##R! 11 

0i) ^Tlf^ 3 ^FJ^, ^RRH-X^et FKT foy 3V 4l^ a?R <3 TRf 1 & ?PT4 ^ ftp? *. 30/- yft ^ l 

(iii) ^ftr ; ^ atR ^ ^ 3 aM %r ^ptfi ^prraitdl^tftra^T? 

’TrRforItvd^^iiiyrt*Rci?nf ( ^R<R%tgr-roifai^ ni 11 

(iv) Tpr^tit^r. ?fy, f^rt 3 t^t ^pg ^e? ^>r ^rfJ^rl^fcT % l^ftj t i 

(v) wn 1 

(vi) y^lfad yfopfa 3 ^TcTRRT 3 5 % cjfe <pi % \ 

2.3. ^ TftTra Tt ^r41m)c 1 ^ ^Ril jfsd ^ fcHPP 8 ar^ft 2002 3PF?t1te^ £ aPFTT ^Fisfa y^Td ^ fcyy I I 

3 . 1 . tt 28 3fpj<r 2002 ^ wM£ yfRR ^t^P^Fpi^^eft fr arfopRt atR 

ittb^? r^l^rtcftoff^!^^r^rg>^nf^m%> 

0) (3>} ^ 2001 -2002 ^ 78.36 ^Rl-S 't’HyJ % yy loti czrqt {^hfH, £tij£l alR Itypfft % iJTcfFT <R Fftl syy $> CMeTRl) 

% met T. 630/- yftnyftpp yrtft ^ <fcft gtc% ipfan y^ + wfopt <r yfti T*g <r a?R te <r y^sp? 
5RR + 187% Rtft ftetRR y*h*H ^TfefN ^t%yoT 59.70 cP^fe Wt 3?fafFI^t ai ft<pfcid Ftft I I 

{^) y^TiiR id ftpfRt %rtf ySt amp A Fftf yioft any ift ^Trftmt t, ^r yftrfafti tt fofrq Trra, ^ 2001-2002 ^ 
TTT^ ytr f^^Rl ^ 15.70 Wl <fi\ ^ 6.82 ^5 wt & ^ ^V^]] I 

(it) 

(w) ^ t? ^it ^PP imj^i % ^1 ^Pi ^ 5rf^ ^ yfa TPm mn? tor 

wl i 

{^) ^^%t^h% f^ry tt^ t^r ^^ 

vmz -cfi\ ^{Pp % f^y 107/- yf^i ifef^p ttcp ^tcft F^nftcf ^ ^ i 

(71> 

^\mrf\*(i% I ^ ^ w£ Tr ^13^” % W13 agyr^d Tirm | ^pftf?P %r- Gmfe^3T! ^ 
WRrra % wre HTsr-yyR afr? aito y>y ?> w) t I 


Jl a , y^\^ c|6 i i f f ? q ^ ^^ ^ !sm wrasRtjd toilf^p dWq^ t A, wn<w \, itmk w 

^ ^ ^ ^T 9T^ ^rhT^T ^mf3Tt ^ 5Rnpr f^r ^n f, t%^rr? f^n xsmr ms 


4.1. 


- ^V* wM ft A ^pt! 2002 3 aiRTH ^ CPI v^m fcn I, xmy % apr^T y? yrf^pn ^ 2 9 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 2002 ^ tWPft #MT, 3 HT? % fts? 3T^ y^H ^ f?, 


4.2. 


'jRnfcP ?w s$m f^My % fcpr 3^ ^Rijc^ ^ ^ 


t^r-T a „ 0 . n , - .. ...... .v. y-M ~M, ^■.-.,^.^ 1 v/,^ ^ J ^-ll-lMMH 01 | y>| 3TR ^ erfiycl cpRyT^ cpt 

, ^ ^f 1 ^ 71 ^ ^ ^ ^ yR f^RTR f^n yyr&n 1 Fm^yy f^rir 29 3 fpjt? 2002 ^rt 

3TTO 2003 ^^1 , 

5 __ yfeyi %^‘JRTTR, yyMa % y^rmRt^ra wilwti wj&ft f^#ryt % fay 

3rjrwT KpyT Tpp qy | N ’ 


[ MFT III—4] 


MTOT O 'TO : aramTFT 


6 . 5 ^ it {i^cfcl gqqiijqi 8 Rqqft 2003, 24 3l*td 2003, 3 ^cii^ 2003 3?R 14 ^dif 2003 qf diqltdc i ~<Pt 

3 ?R qf27 2003 qf xjqftft# arfaqqftft q?t xjqf&rfct f gqqrf sppra q5> M aft I f 

* ' f atqf-stqf qst 7^ I 


7 <rj yqRU) i| q^m?j ^ ^T^TcT qftpqfj ;R7 qifaqRd ip q>iqtd4 it qR v3Hd*1 1 I 7f4£td qsft ^ qra 

3 ?r xf# g^RT fcR qp dqf qq 3T¥T qRtf*FP qsfi 7* fdT dR ri T1 I f ?qR ^4*tl$e www.tariffauthority .org m 

ft^TcTSl t I 


8. \7l4t J l4>Tliait £<RT SRepI / felRsTcf y<gfd<l1 fp vRR it, xjH<*lHl£l f ajqft (c'hRnI y^a <Pt f i qH<5t4t<?l 

qqiq qq ^r? fa=^ ^rfercf wr f fft fo? f :- 

mmn sfR ^t fiftqfoiff *re 


(i) 


(ii) 

(iii) 

(IV) 


(V) 


(vi) 


(vii) 


(viii) 


(ix) 

(x) 


(xi) 


ftRft ft vifePTH Xjffd \ vT-T^ fpFRl #fl qfpft gRT ]FR7 d?pft #0 it flPdlfd #JT3f ip f^R°T ^ WITH % 
foq qff ft q>knf v4t dieq qftfdif i 


wm tqft irtt 3T?n f qft ppiri i ^f?Ri fi frf q? qftffctqe qSt 3Tnjf^, ff^tq ^Teft, 4Vm-^rf^ qff ft, #ft 
3 RT^tqiq f^Rtqiq t 3?RfpRq ^tqi qft qq qrq dff ft RFPft I 


dft qx* / \JdR nxr <fd ^PFRt q? qfaf / Rftdf f 7R: qq cfTR qfqft qq fafq q?ft ^ toRIT dl xpPT £ I 

qqf / ?3Tc% qRf ip teIXT Rpfftd it dq, qffeFT 3?R qRTTfx3tqR"T ft 'df'fldcl | I q?et 

^T3lt sfRT iR^t I ^TR^I ^R^ ^ 5^TeH ^ feP[ 4>l^(dyc cffl jn^lH ^ 7T41 ‘4t I $774T4^ ^ t, 

ytIRR ^ ^ feUf, JJe^ R 4?t 30^ ^ ^ OTtWdfoft y^frtHC 9^RWt 

& dPT ^ f I 

URTGft iH ^ R cpr4 < 7R^ ^ t^r xpt 4<?1 p Ap ^cT R^Tl ?tdl t 1 ^t, fcp% ^ ^ 

dd <!fH Ifo j -gl it> dTH ^ teIXT R^I XJfJdT t, ^PR dl ftdl f^t <^f4 ^ 7?^ R ^ '^?H ^R dl ^1 ^t 

i?Tct t i 1 . 


^XRPJXTd, qRTTqid ^R ^FP dXRt ^pFH 3?R yfH ^ #d ^ 24.7.2000 ^ TFTSttdl WH {X^3ftlR7) ?Tdt ^ 

3PJTTR ^R ^ 187% ^1 it c^St ^ RJeft ^ t I ^aitxRT dl^lfc14> TTRJFf ^ ^t| 

7FF7 | | xrqcqtxr^ tTTRT^Tt ifc 3f^fTR 4,^xj|Rq1 ,^R TIFFIN ^4dlR4t ^t 7^ R 3TFt dlc?t RFTd 

q?^ -<$l #R^I #7TIT sjf | qvR ^ +4x||Rift 3?R q^M 4>^dlRql ^ ^cR / qif^rte ^Rt ydMdtq ^ 

qV*R*q ^Rl^tit^l^txjq^l^ 43TXJ t^R] ft, ^RJcl dR^ f I q?IR7te ^4, XRc^l^, ftPfTRF 37ff^ ^t 5»llftd df{ 

f^di qqi f i qwrfad ^ fei qra q^Tdftq ft q^t fi 'TRkTT I ! 


SfcRT ^ dxrqR (^tXRT31R) ifc 3P^7R XR^t I xgj^t 4R^t ^ fePJ PR ^R ^t 7^ dR^ R %T-3ll§-Sc1 PR 

eTTTXJ f | cRJlft, dd^Idl tt> R 3R fdk| ’tiMqlyft qrfT vSIeRTR XJut^ it> Rldl ^ dft 'Sid I did I f t *?tH'{ u ! 
^Tdl q^P W^l, ^tXRT3IR ^ OPJRTR Xf^Fet gRT 3RR2R fcp^t SRI JPTR ^ RTW RTR^ dft f I ftRtt ft qjq^ f, 
dRRcftq ftwi Rtdi ft^ ^ ft qft gg?q> srqi 4R Rf ^ i d?qff wi fldf & ro?iro?i f Rift <3 ^wrted 
ft^R f^Td XJcp cR f RJRR5J ft djxjft I 

^qf 5 ^: q>?i f ftwq #n ydidft fi c?rr qvR ^ffqf 4§t HPRcJifi qif ’if ftft q?i aiM Rt qpit % 
ffqq f Pr’ri f> teixy atR \prqq ffqdn qRf f> feR Ax°x[ qq ff^PRt Rhqi xjn R?t t l qR-qR 3i*j<ttt qRf q7 ft 
Rhft ft #rm Rtqi / v$f3 f q eft ^rft & Pmen & t^r? ?Rnarftd qftf 3t^j / q?gd ff>qi 3 ?r d, fi^ft 

qxpR qrf Piycyf ujt^ ^t / v)q<h f Pi u Vq fd^ drf if, ^ cjifitf qrdi qff ^'Riifd ft y^ei (f>qi I 

qfoqq cr ftRdi ^t ^totqet wt & ^qjq str»? ^r ftf qxj f i 

fft gf?Rr| ( -fjPraq if> RTI^r GPjqfed ^Tffq>qH & 3ffOR <^t Rift f I dR ff^RI qfet dd 3TRR RR ff>d1 dtdl f, 

ffR xnf fipeff ft cPTR 3|R | RRFRlf qftf ft %T dft RRI RTdt f 3?R ^ffqf '<£t ctdlft xpFlt ydldd fp fcR 
'qffq suft^Hi ip vMrir qR <Pt dTeft f I qft dRdffcp q> snq^qqqn qR Ripr Rpqi dun ft y^idd <Pt di j id srfep 
ft soft I STR^et fq qqRt xp q?t wq M^dld ^t Rt Rft f, tRflft OTPT W qRM ftqi I 

ftHRJdP «qftqR Hxft qq ^RIH, d^Rd ffffiRd (f^H) 3flft qxRI ftHl^dP vMffffqq ip SPdfd 

g^qcRn ddqR xjfpft qq vRr<iPm f t ^j. 1 }. ^pr 0 ! im\ qqrar f ^ifft<P^ u i qqf fe^q&s 'fqiaft % f *fr 
?f f I fPRtq Rtqpj qqn qRf fp foq pTRcR qi qcqqft <3 MRd <Pt f ^R ?77 tPPR qPRTl IIM #td 
R7?FFP qqf qrRf gRT dft f^PXJ df RFPf I 
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(xii) ttt4rt fticgirt % T4 if, #R4 #n3ir if ^ qRifafaqr f¥£q t qft f#fq ipqq q? 3T# ^ afR ftqfa ip qm^f it, gftq 
^ 444 c# TT44 3?R f#T4 4>t Mid^M 4?l 44R if % ifftR eTR cRf? qf^ q? 4Tlff TT31 WT I I ^T# TT44cI: 
uTeFTH 4>t TTqfim 3T2T 5^1 4R41 iff ^#M[cid I I 444 gRI afpRU] #4T %> T4 if TRflfeM fepq 4T# 

4Tef 444 4FRTT IIR1 ^TRf q?cf 3Jl4)R>K1 tsqii if TW fa>TJ 44 af I ^TTfcR ^fft #4^4 #4 if, ^tRtRTF #4T4 #n3Tf 
5RT 44x1 3RJ ifc^i#§ #TT3Tt cpf TTfil#RT 4R4T #P #f #TI I 

(xiii) 444 Wit 4»l #444 #H3ft 4?l 4Tl 4>f 444 TR#3r$vT 4$ 4R T?T t I 4R44 if, Tcffi £Rf #R^1 

#4# ^ ## 4^1 PR WFTI^T efH % fox? ^ Wm ^4144-14 if ^ TRT^T qifacbi qrf&d 4?l t, qanft, ^ 
cfH if TTTR 4#f t 

41^^01 tft Tf 


(i) 


(ii) 


%r^i #n % 3rf£rq?«i % qrq qf ?#p ifRf srftfa ypfwchdi ter t*t # qs# xm #f t l fM^ eft gfc qq# % 
RR, TcET gRT #4^4 #4T W % 3Tfaq?4 % qiq 3dlK4Kll 4 T^TR fo3# 4TcT1 ^ fcpRxq £P4T 44T t I 
3^*1 Wlf qqieR 4?l efFIc! if ^cf ftefRR 4>ft 3ffi£ t I 


q>6( t ^ qrs 3nRf^fq ^ l 


(iii) *jpF ftwief yaxiiFm qqf # qaqai an q#i w\ # qqifim q#f t, 3m: f^Rt q? «th f^ir ^thi tnf^ i 


9. 4tw^r ip RraRt xr %tr ^ % qRi ^h4|41^ t$\ snqRmt % ^r if flvNH^d 4 tor I f4> qqfRp 

qfpRtq #41 qv4#j 4> RI?#n Tq#ff^t sTRf, #RR ^f4I #1 4^ #4 efT4 ^ f#? TETRI q^ ?4, qrRT qq qRTTq #RR 
#IT3Tf gRI qqjRd 4Tl ^ 3rf#p 4Tt fcEJ I #, ?n [4n if #qqpft 4> TET5T 4? f^qq RTTF 3 tRpPR | I qi^FfR 0 ! ^ 

3FJ#r tor t f4> 4? f4f#q qr qqf 4 #f ip ferq 3lR ^qqf^ if Rnj qq Rr°fa 4> 3 t^ftr qap q?qq q? 3ir4 ip fcR 
ft^91 ^ i 


10. #qf4i, ?n qcfRui if ^cm gqq^ if f#fa fcFn qqr an, qq#f#t 3fR tr1#t yqqfqap 

f4t#q fiR^qt qT Tjqqy qq# qq 3T^#T fipqi qqT an I 3 >U ^ ^ TT#T if 4ft ftq tm f :- 


^qrR^nTTgRi ^qr/ cfr|j«tij 


(i) 


q f O f qe qqqf, ^5 qrgsrf qr ywif^q 4 t 1 4?f Tpften 4Rqr, argim ^f f^TRi qr^i 4Rqr ^R icrqe 

q?| ATPjfif qaq 4F#R qi^ q45 aqrqap #4R qqm 4#f % fcR yqqfqqRlf3ft qiq q5t T#q q^dlcl 4R4I I 


(ii) 


affqrq ^f4T q^fRH ifRf aTf^q?^ t1 4t yn4) 4T4 

^TT^TTfai 


4>l 3fT^ qicil ciiqd fq'Uja (4aclq u t, 
4R4I I 


(iii) 4T4 ^ qq#M TRI f#TEP 10 ^T 2003 4 t 26 ^T 2003 4> q^f gRT TTxpl ^ q^ qxqrf 4> 3fWR qr qq#ft^ 
qpRTI apl 3RR-3RR 4T^3ff % feiq ^if4iq qqR 4#f cTFRI 4>t q^TTI qT^q 4># 4q JT: ST^Tf^ \k>m 441 41 
( vr l TTlfo 30 ^4 2003, aft ^ TT^4xI ^44?! if f#fa f#TT 44T 41) I 

(iv) 4? gqif#| 4 R 4 T lip qr^d qff 4^ BT44 44414, 4R44 if 044 qSf 4^ eff4cl 4T 3JT4l1#I f, 4 f4> ^ilcifP cil'lcll 4T 

3n4iftq| f 


(v) yq qqt ^ Tfq^ ^f RjH^ fcIXJ y^lRld 4^ y^RR t, JRttlftd #t if ap^l 4?l TT4I44T 44 4dl eT4T4T 3?R y#P (qxlfq 

qqrnf qq f^qqq # qr^q 4R4T 1 

Traforf yx^fpT^pqfsff x^q^n / 3iMii4f 4T#T^ 


(i) 4T4TT1 ^R XrqM^t Tf ftef 3?R efFIc! % f%4T4 44 TR4N4 4R^ 44 31^#! fipqi 44T 41 3?R 4I4TTT ^ 4? iff 
3Fj#i fipqi 44T an fip 4 ? yq#4d qr 4^ ftqMt ?t qf 4 ? # qr^d ^ 1 

(ii) 4I4TT1 4^ en44 q44T3Tt 4T, 4lt 4^ ^ ^ ?TT4i| TTRnftq cPT ^qq t, yTf 4T 31441 M 34 q«T qr^T 

qR^foqTTcTFS^q^t I 



(i) %R4 ^T4T qqRH % 3rfirq?4 ^ q^ 3?R 4T4 if, ^'RlVldq^ 4^1 31# 4Teff c44cl 44 f^d f#tWi qr^d fip4T 4n 

^Tl I ^Tfeciq«ifqTgc!g??Tf^3fiif^^5TT^4ififf^f^44nT^ t > 

(4>) #TT 4>f R144, 44J4T 2002 ^ 31 4T^ 2003 TP qff amfij A #4T4 ^4T q4T4 44# % f#? 4TRT4 if cT4R qq 
J Wf#Pf 3|R qa#S?| qqfqiRqf % 3n4R 4T 3qq>feET 4?l 4^ ^ I 
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(43) ^1344 ft'dl 4f<i4t (4l4 4) 34dlfad 34) ft ft)34 4ft SIPp 4ft c!T34 'dPftfdd 3tft t? I 

(3) -tll*14 u l 34H 4>4ft 4ft <lKd(4<l> cfT34 3?I4 -?N'< U I ^4T JT4TeT3 ft? 3lft*JS u l 4) M5<ft 'STePTH IJ'ftnft gKi 45d 
4ft v5ff^| 4Tcft S'dftft ctrid 4) y<di(ftd 4ft e^cHI 35 t f^F> 343 4ft, 4J^5 4c4> (Pldld), fft$T4 'HIHM 
4>T3f (3H3I4) 3^4 95443, 4r*£itf 4ft 34ft I 4IFeft| 454ft 4Tftftt 5PTRt ftf 34) ft5 Slelffl 3lteRl 433) 34 
4141 'ft 'ddHl 9^41 ^ I 

(*T) fftfel4 4IHH 4514), jfrft44 45lft) / Trctofl (311314), 54314 441341 (Md), 41T3P3 4>lft) ( 3§4 3141 ft 43^t, 4J»4> 
4c4> 3?R 45^34 9S443, Tsllftt 454ft / 34ft 414ft) JRdlfftd dft, ^jftdft) 3^ % 3RPfd 93Tft 4ft cJcHl ft 
3ltef I 

(^.) 94d-4)4K'e1<ft ft 4ft 2002-2003 ft 24.21 454t<5 4>3ft 44 9dlclftl9 4141 44131 i? I 351 445 fft5 4t^ 34 433 454ft 
41^ ^T45t, 3^fi?l 45Jfc|fft4l ^T4 4151345 43^lM % 93Tefft)3 ftdftt 4ft ft) 44p 3^) ft 3^ aft I 3T4 
1.11.2002 ^ 31.3.2003 445 4>l 3T4fft ft ft 33441 5.76 45^4 Wl 3to 45ft te 33 f I 

(ii) cT45ftt 4ft <J3ft) 34 ftl343 4)41 44 fftfad 45lft) 4ft 44 A tfflftlcld t 3fR 35 45. 117/- 3fcl 44 c43Tft ^31 4^t t I 43lfft 
e*4>ft 4ft ^iftt ft? 35444 4>l 4144^45 c334 45. 72.28 3fcl 44ft 3?R <£^43# 31434 ft5 4TM 35 45. 82.67 9fa 44 3Tlftl 
ft I 45 5T45 'd'cd 44344541 4>Idl ft 35444 ft5 IcR 3^dU«J>ct 453 ^l4^[Rkl 4>f 334444541 5t^t I, ^33^ 

34H4>T^4I^^4^c4T34^3n4R34cT^4^g4^^fc4tT3TcT3 44 WR4^4 4T^4l| I 

(m) 14 5Jcnf 2003 41^44 4fT4T| ^ 31444 {JT4T, 9tcf 44 44 ^fI4R 4144^14541 34 ftdlRd 4 3nft 445 eft 4^ 

3^145 3 l oHI54 4lftl 4ft 4N4ft 311^ ^ 4lft ft, t^3 33 44ft ^ 43*^454*1 33M^t ft 313ft 34 ft4T45 17 ^cflf 2003 ^ 
IT4I ft t^3 | I l>3<ft’ftcft ^RI3454 4lft 41^3 ft fftRlj4H4 f :- .^^4- *■ 

(45) ^H4H A> 4l^ 34 ^rfftdft gT4T 35^44 ^57 34t, fftft3454 543I4-44I541 ^ fc43 3f^ 43 4ft 

434t3^rft3ft ft fftdlftd 441 fftdl t I ^fft5 3T3HJ fftfttd ^3 3TFJ34 4ft 43ftS3 ^ 3Rfft4 I, 10 44 5ft 4^4 
4T^ 543T4 «WISdl 41%4, 4P?t 34>I4 ^ 54314 44I5cft ^ Ie14 <3134 <33Tft 4ft 4^314 fftfft 4>T <fU *3 ^fdl l 

(43) €R33ftt 3Tlft?T 41 €R33ftl/47/2000-33M^ fft4T45 12 ^4 2001 ft5 31^434 ^. 630 1- 3fcl 3Tcft gtcl ^145 4ft 44 
#4 4144Phtft 34 3fa 33 44 26 ^4 2001 4* ftl34^ twft 4l 44Jcft ^Tlcft | I 5^4 2001 4l 31 314^44 2002 445 4ft 
314fft ft 53el3T4 VJ'ftnft / ^34°! ftdI3ft ^ eft 3^ 3^ 43 44 ft 3fft ^47 ^13 45 dl^dl, eft 45 414^4 3Slt ^1, 
jrfft 43 44 34 ^Pldd ft fftdK^ftd fftdT4 ^ PjhcR ft5 4T4, 4lfft4T 454 fftdl dl^dl I 541 4133 4ftl? 413^ft 
4134 4^f| I 

5^4 2001 ^ft 31 3T4eJ44 2002 445 4ft 314fft ft 4»c33H 4^ / ftl34^ 4l413ft 4)^3^3fcl4344ft4t, dfftftf 
4 t3 eft 45 4Hfftd 3?ft 4ft, 3fcl 43 44 34 ^lfft45 ^fft34 ft fft^KWl-l fft4T4 ft> fft34lft ft5 4T4, 4lfft41 4^4 

fft3T53TR3T | 5414133 4ft^ 4134ft 4134 4^1 I 

(jv) ft4T 3414 454ft 4ft HI J ld ■ft (%45R ?lfft4ft 4ft ^15454) («M 34) 4ft 3441^4 4^ 3ftSl45 f, 44 34) 4ft 4lftfefl % 3H4R 34 
54?ft 3135ft?J tel | fft5 344lfft4 ftl34 u l ^41 44) 4ft, 541 3413 ft 314iPl4> tefete 34) ^ te % 314^3 

3lte ^3T34R,4ft3R ft #4n 4^144 ^3lte43 10% 445^)^121315413 > 

(4>) 3VJI44 4513) / dVftd'ft 
(43) 45^44 3441 

(3) 4R43T4 fti4 414135^44 44^44 
{V) 344 fti3 414135^44 45^44 

Iftftld 4331*3 ^ift) (Pld)d), 4445 (Pi3)d) ^R 4>*ft44 431c% 454ft ^ )ft33 ft 343 ft 3T&4>4 U ! ^1 ejcfdle*14> fft44^ft 
ft 344ltft4 44) 4 ft 44113 44 clMId 34 fft4T4 454 ft 43 4i jftd fft>3l ^ Ril'd 34 ^4R 34T4 4ft 541 4^t ^ I 

(V) 43^144 Ift^ (iv) ft'dfcdte 34) ft5 3lR|fftcW, y44lftd 4^ 4)4Tft 9^3 454ft 4ft 4334^453 f I 

(vi) 54 414 4ft 5313 ft 4*3ft ^ ft* ^^344 4)4T ^ 44P3 fcl 4RR4 4ft 2002-2003 ft 44 331 3T, ^533T 331 4pTT4 35 

gfftft34 454ftft5telft*343 451fc!41444te3T345 4>3 4)^33 5)3n3 I 

11.2. 54ft 433, I > 34)fteft ft313ft34te45l1 5Jcllt 2003 ^ gT4, ^dRftftfft 31434 34 ft3T4 454ft ft5 414 ^4133T3 4>4ft 4ft 

4134 44lt^ t ajR 31^#l ft>311314 ftt344 ^4131) ^ fcR 3ft 43 44 fftqfftd 4ft 3ntr 44 g4T4qftfcl 31434 4ft ft) fft31 3fTq I 
g414^lft 31434 4ft 3431^ ^ te 7% 4Tfft45 ^ 31434 34 ft) ft4R ft>313311 I 
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wt?i^^^ A fogr^*rf 
m. shr <m | €twri)gRi3H^ | | #»nj ^ 


?HR <m 
3CTEIR 


3RTftJT^ 


3ml ’’frr? 

<Jlel 'jTePTFT 

(•*>. *f) 


H'ttllfaa ^P? ^3Fj 

35^ fcP? 

cPJTif ^ 

% $HI) pfFTcF (ffe 

^q«qq % fadl) 


fc 

2 . 

3 TTORI 



S^ld cf31§cl 




vfMTrl c?> 3F3 vicMK 


11. I ^PTR!^M?e1 


12 . 


13. | 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. j 







42.00 

49.42 

52.00 

270.75 

47.00 

57.78 

97.00 

117.92 

97.00 

167.14 

132.30** 

116.63 

35.00 

50.77 

250.00 

283.52 

107.07# 

107.07 

86.00 

117.94 

72.28 

72.28 



52.00 

55.76 

72.00 

106.32 

47.00 

68.00 

77.00 

116.70 

112.60 

112.60 

120.00 

226.60 

77.91 

77.91 

.. .,.— 


18. I Wi 



2800.00 


1600.00 


700.00 


?f4FFT 

2506.50** 

2177.21 

1T3RT 

1543.44 # 

1543.44 


580.50 ** 

517.83 





^wr cm jmn g>i g# 


^ W& Wi #Tfuj ifc\ 


^ :- (i) ( )^10%cjjTT^R<ft*i?t j 

(«) (#) ^ fcP? T?R ^ 3TJffr^T 3^R cf)l f^T?T t ftRT ^ f I 

^ 2 - ^ vdc^<si t f^ ^ f^Rui A ^f4R / vzm mm 3 wit <m ^ I i ^ <gv 

f^3fi ttc fcn f ^ ^micr f^rmt f^f^: ferTTf^rr^ ^ it f^rp^raT^ f - 
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(i) grei telftd cTFTcT 3 to ^ 16 toto ^ tod to dltete d>l totot ten ddT % ndto dRdd ^ 13 ^ 14 
•Mfto? jfcl to d«IIV| 1? toto ^tftdJ cTFTcT cFTHd 15% d3 d<f % I 3|R|R«td Mftfto to cTFTd, to todm dd4t 'ft 

TTto d dTett toRlftol TT to cfto <P d>K u l t, "totm czpj” ^P m dTftot mg I 

(ii) 3K«ldM to to£td czpi, 3Fd cZ|d, W *dd, ftd to ftftocdd dllft, fad*? fag d^ ftdm to fed! ddT I, ftfad 

fa*{ 3^HIdt to 5fllp4tr1 «f>'MI *ftHm +1*11 d>t ClMId to dteKIl ^ I 

(ili) TrFT dd CHjdMdl TT, to Mftto to 3iRI tot Pp^ 1 m to f?, Pnth^, 10 dd 'ft \i»H< ^t<i>to TT dgd 3?fftd> JlfcT dd 
<R dTp dR m % (T\ 26.83 vift tom to ePTld dd 60% £ ) I gd> dR d? ^ ftge mgddtodddTdd?«*jgt 
cRd ddjlfcl dddT toddft toto^d'dfa cilPi'tf d>to <P p|ci*l ,<t> Tfl3T to tfoci'M dR tol I 

(iv) Tpft £)ftto to 3llv>ito 3fR vHdd 'dnto dto <P fag dcR gRI 3tiq?<i^ftl ^ d^ to cl gig mft t? fa'H'ft MM to yfcl 
dd cfFTd d? nto t I dto did! ft fad> tod Mto ft, ^cdlddmi 300 dd ^ f*RdR 200^dgfotogfatgsto£ 
to^cTO50%dSMtt I 

(v) vfcHV *M*e to dlf Rvjfcl to £dl *1 ft y<Slft gWlte -tom 'ft*)! ft> ifHK d^ttoy ddj Pby \JH*1 I 

13. ?n g<pm to yfjpdi ft> told gd>fad to , d*Ricfl ft? (Vdfaftad R^Ri d^Kdl ^ :- 

0) ^h 4141<?I TT sflT dd TT d>pff M6'W'1 JIMIel-il d>t ^JJl41lt?l ^TT^ (cl^ d>pff JlS'td'l ^ 5fnPfcT 

^ «ra^ ^ f^, 1 ^ 2002 ^ Ttoft th 34 ^ii 6 u i to i tod d>to w A nwrdd 

dHW'3rtellJ)d T(^ ^ I 'Acii TT 3<R(JJ6 U I ^ 5^Id Pl u fa ^ 3lfT ?d iJlfe<}>^ 0 I d?t 

dTT^t ^ft-tf>l ^ I -TTRST dlftd ^ Pwlfttt <?>'i'1l ^ l«H TT Tdd gK! 'A«ll y^ld ^>f 

* tsn^t t I m dceRa T^dT grate to toito gra ddcRd Ttotor gg?3 d? 

Rj'telldl ^ 1«P ddd gKI ^Tl 3jfajJ6 u l did ^ ^4>K TFTd d>d ^3?I ^ 3$R vHcidPft TH ct^l ^ lift'd cllcTdl 

Ttegsnl I 

(•ii) wiPM wto ^ gg^P toto ^TPTd-^to sfii^I ^ tor to t, to 7 cro 3ntnfei ^, 1 £to tom 

tol3Tt g|KI ^tl'A eFFT^ 'dT ^ 3T^Rj sft, ^h 4141<£1 ^ dTRTFId ?1PTd-3ifep dfecT tpt 3PTdTdl d^f 

di?df i ^gddtodi^t toaft ^ gwite to^ tol, 12 to?d^ m<*>fNci 

^ddI3ft ^ 30dR TT dPdR dd ^ dd 3T^I Jdm fto % \ tolto ^ ddldl £ ftp 3)tocft dto ^ 

5Rdite drr ^ ^ddd f, tom todt gra, g?^ ggiftd 1 to totto tom toaft / to?d 

^^<1 jjd tod 4 chl^ dTdto?) TTOd d^l gPd d>T Midi, ?d tomt TltdNd ^>t 4>l^ d^t % I gife^m 

^ Tfg«r gton ^ ^ri toto mtoto todd drmr ^ tod ^ xtoM ^ to dn to? to 
% tod^ yimte ti'kfi^ ?to to tt^pi 1 

(iii) ^p gdicTd 1 dd*dT 2002 ^ 3nmr ?t ddi, gitom ^ grdtto drt ardto ^ m ^ 3«jgkd 
gdH^T to I 3Pdto gg ^ totto ^ toto tor 11^ 1 dd^ 2002^31 to 2003 dd> atol ^ 
toi 5.76 gj'j'l'S mdt d>i TTvpfd 6iPi ^ i ?to d? ddTdi to tom tor dtotoi dtnei d? dicfdTd 
to gr ggg to to Mtet, toaft tonto to w tonto % ydidtoto / grf^Mte ift drjci dft 

Midi i ^ddto ?d dTcft f^df% fto 'SdTdT^I fttod ddml dd toto^l d^t cpTdl dT?^, tod| d?, did 

cto drcd gtodd> t to ?d gitem sra aiggd toto to TdtoR gr / ^ to gr gtofet ^ gra to 
cgltod to gtod to ^ i 

(iv) gra toim toto tonim ^ gto, entorr ^dT gtod torm torj, gdd ^ Mte> g?% gr to>r ton? 

gdH d>r sR i to to*g toftto ^r gnto todi t, fdf<w dff.to d? tottot gra ywite to ^ g^rsi 

^gwite diefi gd> mgtddto tpj? dtop ^d to 3 vH<b 3j*jto gg edTd to tog I d? ^ntog ^ 3dd?dd> 

?t ddT dT ^to ggtot^) gKi grdifto to d^dtold «imk to ^ <^g~i ^ I grm ^ toto ^g, torag tototo ^ 
gdto d>to gr ggtot^t to sngto ^ to 4 dd tot ^ I 

(v) 4tgrrg todd$ fton I f^P gtotot \ gi?to torm torto sm to tot to to zmti dd SRdrd fton I, 
tom torto ^ togm ^ tog gdd gra ddig gg ddmt A gd> ddm gT?to tom totto gra ?te to to % 
ddm wst\ g?rdd cddd itt sSt I tonto gto ten ^n ^dd I, d? gitem gtotot gra tom torto ^ 
3%?g ^ ddtett dnmt ^ to ^tht di?df i gtottot tom toto gra nto d| to to to dd to to 
3 pht ton £ i 3itecR gntot A ?to tmr to ^ ^ ^pdd to todidi I to ^ gntot ^ tom to gg teR 
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tel am % I 4>nd «WH cte te «MR tel ^cRte gRT, M6cl d 4 ll^ df tea>-tea> te te 

<Jlrtl ept^ a^tete dRd y^d aRdl, eft datel ?RlT I 

(vi) dnamtete gRi daia na gsndiaRrn! *tea<FdiaRra? t fo nqRr am ^ gtetff te?q tente sri af 
aim te te ante an y^na te tei I fteg aa> term ten $> if gnteSlte % te tena yam te aRtn te 
gtete ten tena yam aRte te i $nte mtenatete ^ ten tet $ fo ymftd te te am ter miy i atettete ^ 
T? dliJ6g4m m?l % Rfc gteft ten tet?? fT5 Wm ate te^a^S tefl te n % aR Til te | teflfte ftel 
mate / te?R aim te te £r wmi I, am dd yarn te fcg-a&s teaia yam te aR mmi i ate 
datenatedl ^l?agite yadm^ dwdi %, dte ^ ftete ^Itedtetetegfetefaate^ a?tete mn a?ga 
te tei I I te ?a yaa? % a*aite dami aRaia na te tesd yitteRq ^ fa** ten tet ^> dRrte da! te 

(vii) terra ^ a? ^ ^cte tei t fo ateWte te "crm-?H tea ” dim a? ate aRm t, ?teia te te mt Rmt 
miy i ?te a? ^ gaia fern t fo ytaite aa te wit ate wi im4ltel % ara dnd*i a#i 14 ate Wl % 
"gel M>-S , ‘ T? <*4M te ^ Rid! vr|HI dlte I 

a? «IH te te I fo wa ^IRT >HIHM ^ Tt^t ^FTST t I T TdleH <J?a ^ ^ te 

a^rrg 3?i 3?^ ^ I tem v\$\ ^ ga g?r 3f%m t i 

5^1 f^ifci o>> #t 'da^ |q agNrRfi % te ctf Mfta far? siate ^1 g<S I^rtfSid <r a>t aigaftt 

3^H I I ^ai ^ ^ ^T? cp?ai vjf^RT te ft> TdRt "eim ^ " 31M? R T^TefT ^H1 

"dlf^J I ?Tel lyrtet^t ^ ^ ^fdTftd W tR, 2001 ^ 5^RFT ^ t, ^ ^tRl ^11 i 

gaM<!l gT^T ^lait % 31%^! ^ ^ a|R ^tet ^ 5^4 wrn t*tr a^f 

te i ^ w tei # % ywiRid ^ Tdier-i o?ri ^ wi^ alR ?a m^r ^ ojrj, 

yyiKHPtch cZfq onf^ 3Rq cZfq g^t ^1 I ^gtet€t ^ 9Kl ^ ^R ^R te t f¥ gH Tvg, 

^ratfo gRi ^rpn aai an, arnmn^n ^ aite a^f # I ^ai ^ te t? ^ir t? ^t teR ^ nn g?a 

^1 T^i 3^ai i 

(viii) hfrtt m^rte Min <^\ % ft> gF^Rt a>> cam i\<ny 9 ^r ^ 3 ft-? «i ^rr i 

naft g*tet€t ?a npi ^ite an nm an alR n? 3te 2003 <nn gqgnd w$\ nR^ wra ?t 
am an, teg w=i ^?i 3iR^l ^a ten ^ ’anrcK # 1 n^Rl n>1 cniM<t> teig srfi nR^ n>i grwa y^wa ^ 
3i%^ ^tenl ^ wtei te ^ nte ^ f^ni gn^ltel ^ fate % argpR te 1 gatei£i n>t ^en? ^ teh t 
5^1 ten ami TOm ^annfty jRga ^ 1 

(ix) tem wi te ^ alR nRnn? ng teg g^t ?r? ^ ai ^rgftid ^ ^ate a ter ng ^ftet ^ ten % 

aHR Mte aRai # 1 aFRn na a? arm t te ^ ga4l%?i a>t g^t tel am a>R^t #, te an^a / %i yftnp 
aaR ei'ii^ an all Rita a^I t 1 a$ ten t tic t? mteaia atra an ^rEgifte t, Rifte te an$«dd / 

te af^ anR afi darm mi aite. 1 $a tM ^ gateta ^ me ten t f^ <ftt^ ^ ^ i^Fga 
mna i 3igaR a? ^ arai aR ^ al 1 a? aan ted an mai mi t aft te ^ tencR ^ m r! tted SRi 
te% tfRq ^ Rai mi I 1 ri 4> denai, a? ted ata^q ^ ^ ^ ^n t 1 gf4i a? tem 

agdnm^nt, aiteRqte ri amaateteiate™tet 1 
darft, gtettet atea^ a>l ^ tei am ate ^ fte nfaa a? an yma ate w ^ tea a? dn:^4 teR 
yanq ^it^ 1 

(x) gtete ^ gdaicHa teq aiga ten # Rate te 3ngRt ^ tei atete a?, teg ym ate te diaa 

?te aRi ; fr»Rq te3fi ^ dRiy?q ^ ate tete SRi m te a4 dFid ten^ te t 1 andi an ami t f^ 
?te gRi ?te ate iRaia aai?d, teae ate, dar^t a?i gte 4> fte teRq te a? can a?l a^ dian ymte a^ 
a>a s5t 1 ?te g>» aal a?i teran te a? an dram a^ga ten t, teg Rite aal ^ te te te an te a>r g^t 
tR? fteR te gdi i? 1 

aram ^ atea ten t Ri> atete aRi ^ te 3 R 1 an a^, am aRi te aa artete gnarn ^ agd mai t afR 
tetea dte ata a5t t Ri) tel m ten ted! ^ t4! te dtete te an a^ aiRm aR 4! dia 1 am ^ aarm t Rr> 
3 >« na! aa te an a 5 ? ^ gnam ^ tete gei tea^ gjten arn teite aR ten am I te dRatel aRi ^te! 
tesn a?i di tel t 1 am ^ te ten t Ri> te aa aa an gam, te g>» aa! ^ ttej ?te aRi te Rnai am i, ^n 
?! diaai te dRadte an Rrte am ^ aer te diaai 1 aa^ aR aradi gdd te i ara, am \ aRr data t aft, 
teaaa^te mate aa aa4 aRai aia Rnm t 1 am aRi f^a aa disarm te gfe te g^ aa te? Rrar? digram 
te m?n am t l 


M' * 


H I 
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(xi) W A AB A\ *pT ddTdT t fa A gftT % 16 tout ^ HFTd cFIT^ t, wrafo, A 9% %T to? 13 dltt 
*rfto#ettotof I UFRfl A #1 I toTt^d? 3FT toftM 3 eFTR re 3lfclRcia tod> %lt 

cTO it tore to to to torn ytmt tnffcy i yrettot ^t tht t fa Bt dren 1fa retre A 16 ?rtot ?t rer re 
to HURT redto, fa^ ytofifa re to lltoNtretoft ePIFnt 1 ?d W, to ^ toR ^ ^ TT tore to 
re t icGto fre tofto % fay to ur t, to$t to ^5 -my dtol to yfa re re re reft czp* % re to 
ftorc trtt # to i tbv3tr res re ^ reidi t fa to ^ to efpid ^ to yftto? to to i aifctfto toto 
to / urftarfto to to« etmd A> re A to to ansi f dt tb ^Rta enre A yfteto Bt anrei i re br? A, 

yuMg l cpT redrc yjt reg ?t cirre 3?ratftd 5 ^p faitre % to to t, to ytoto re^trerto nrey re diet 

ft i ^ yftto 3 tot re, ret fto A nrren anyfti ?§d to to ^ i 

(xH) ytoto toy ygn to $ ^ wt I to tow to to % to ^to rerfa t 3 retotoail to 

totyfare otFratf iftreit Itom W^WNtnrt^tototo^to/totototoci to^i^TTRi 
tot, red> fatfl to to $ to to to?R 9B?dd <f> to JNtiffod to ydff rep! cj5t di*Ri ?f 3tfto f I 
yy4Vt!<£! A re? to % to tot y*tod torr to to <i>t toten ntt t to tore tot / retFftt, reto redt, 
uieFTF c^ to §rt to rer? to gRi yBftdd to^ftt 3? to ton arton ret ^ aritocm 10% to re?^ re y^w 
ftoil i to%tototoijygpito^tnrre^Rtoff?tore^?retot ito^ywifod 10 % 
to re?^ $> ^rto^tto to t to A> to to 5to tot Hire ato> to i to re tora re^i 
ytoto to f^ to fto tow <R to? fto ren t? re to? y^iat ciire t, t jHjarre i ?to afctra, 
arftoR Titot ^ 9to^t to tft $rm« wre ^t ’tt re? £ tore sr! t ft> ^tot ^ # to ?toter?tor i\ 
to I tor A re ns*t tot n? cpf ctrre % tot ^t *3 Mfar re?^ ^ 3§d arte re reto 3#? 
restR to re 'Hc^iiMh to! % to fawtor greito ~<& atgreRrei «ttt ftotcn re ?trri tot ^ re yttow 

(xtit) th*m A «rei t fto nto cireft $! gto At to 3t?rn y^jc<t> tot Bt^t «tt fto rer<? ftoi ren re%^ i 

tppMt^! ^ f?t rent to to re^i to ^ ^ atctr re WRd rent 'mI'pix re? fctn t I c?toi ^t gto ^t to 
reff re?^ to ctrre, toi retr A ton I, 72,oo yfci^t i f?tto, re yitoret cttot to ^t ton to 
tj^h re?^ to re ?>. 72.00 y% z^, ^ rent A> to to ren re?^ to cure, ^t arjtor ygn re??n t i 

(xiv) «!to HT.^fi.f^. % 3trre fto I yt<nto% to y? to#tre arrjfit, tore? tore to refto ^t req, hiiw 
A to ^5t | to?-<?rre ^t ton to ret aicnr "R3i retj i tottot to ret w % to?t to re to t 
to ydito % fcRj ygTT refdi t, tfru ^ re to ^totfto rer yto t I ret toto reef atotot ^ ^ft, 
yy4t4tit gRi to?t auto ^ to vtx^dH ret % n 3, reTet wti mfto ren ren t i reef % ?tuh, ^ci<**i 
yyl-ci ^j| vd'i^ ai^A to^t efRt utt "4! sVTl I 

(xv) tytotot A uifto ai^to 3 trer^ re toR to to toto re^r f i reFt 7% to aff^^fe 

tore ?uto uto Tig> 3fHU ton regd tor I I rei re wnr ^t to t yiton wrer re ^f, ^ ^ 

cure! ^ 6% at ft f fe aireu ^t ar^to ren rem I I toft> yyto % rere etrre A to^t to, re ^ rent 
to vicyK4>cti A ^sre ^ ettre it^t 3reptt atR tottot A, ret^5 SRt tore to y^TeH atorei % 
^regret! A ?jsm re tod ^ ton ^ I to to ^ to 5% re arfaffe aiyre yto ren ren t i 

tot ft, to ^?t ^t 3t«t alitor ren fto repm, ^ ^ ^ 5% ato are ret ^t reto i 

(xvi) to to red dtoa ton re ^ A, (^nre ^) realtor to ^t re^re 2002 ^ rest an?re re re 1 ; re? fto ren t 

l ^ <& aw ^ , rei ?€! f 1 tore (aRito) ret ^t 30 ftore 2003 re^t ?to n?t arjto ygH ntt tot t i ara 
ar^fttot tortot ^ 1 ara^re 2003 ^ yto to a?R fto reto re> ^ tot i ^ arto 1 an^? 2004 
tottoi ^ ?re: 5 % re reto 1 w+k sret yret to fto?i A> arjre, m argtod to? ret % re A 
to tott 1 to totto toiftoi at^re % rere reRt rer reR re ydteR rent wn I dt re to ^ ^ft^dt t 1 
sR?l yre? ar3*toc! ^ toct ^rent ^t? n>t Bt^tt 1 

14 . afR reR fty re rent d^n ?tre fto?-ftot % areR re torere toferfto ^ ar^tot ydH 

re?m$ :- 

(l) 5 Ri tofd toaft % to, auto d. to T tot/o/ 2002 -xptot^t, tore? 29 3««i^re 2002 % hp*h 

^ ar^tod 30 ftore 2003 re> ytot tot i 

(it) % yitow re^R totor ^ to ^ atr^n? totto to to f, re totoi 1 a?re?? 2003 d>! ytot 

ton afR lid 2 to dm to ton 1 

a*o ?io dfftorc, a*ar«? 
[ho ftore/iii/iv/ 143 / 03 -areTTire] 

^6V//,//• '. 7 
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srrenv vjq-^iRT(^i) % AfA ^q-wn) A A^i 9vH H t qtM *1 A, ftftra tsvwz r 5 Thr 

fanfold ^ 3ftR«nftci tei I :- 

(q) qp?frfffot* Mci^h q'jlni1/^rcl<ii’i tqjPpft/tb^+W clNl 


af. 

?i. 

qrapj / 43/ qw&ftdm 

amiR 

Am* im ~ 

(%N^>f^n) ! 
(^ ^) 

qfflq sri 
#<R^» fcFJ 

(^. A) 


<HWia 




i. 

$Wk1 

qfcj^q 

42.00 

13.00 

2. 

$^ld ^>1 vSc, 31K ^Te^H 

qfci^i 

52.00 

13.00 

3. 

■3F4 f^RRl \JcMr< 

sifci^q 

47.00 

13.00 

4. 

tcRT^^mT - 


97.00 

13.00 

5. 

" — ~~ i 

qfci^q 

97.00 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 15th September, 2003 

No. TAMP/ 89 / 2002 -MBPT. — In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port Trust 
Act. 1063 (38 of 1063), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Mumbai Port Trust for 
fixation of rates for providing stevedoring services as in the Order appended hereto. * 

The Mumbai Port Trust - Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 10th day of September 2003) 

The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) has submitted a proposal for fixation of rates for 

providing stevedoring services taken over by it. 

2 i The MBPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 


An analysis of the reasons for decline in cargo traffic at the Mumbai Port has 
revealed that the cargo handling operations are fragmented involving multiple 
agencies which contributes to high handling cost. 

Presently, private stevedoring companies are licensed under the MBPT (licensing 
of stevedoring) Regulation. 1978 to carry out the stevedoring operation, for all type 
of cargo / container handled at the docks using the workers of the Dock Labour 
Board. With the absorption the Dock Labour Board workers in the MBPT, the 
stevedores are required to deploy workers from the MBPT on a day-to-day basis 
on recovery of charge therefor. 

With a view to streamline on-board and shore cargo handling operations and to 
ensure that the workers are paid their legitimate dues in time and to enable the 
efficient management of port labour force, the Board of Trustees of the MBPT 
decided to take over the stevedoring operations from 1 November 2002. 


(iv) . For fixation of rate for stevedoring services, discussions were held with the vessel 

agents and details of the rates charged were collected from them. Rates worked 
out for various cargoes considering actual cost of labour, gear, etc., were 
compared to the prevailing rates collected by the vessel agents. 

(v) Cost based rates were found to be much higher than those presently levied by the 
stevedores. Since the main purpose of taking over stevedoring operations is to 
reduce the cost of handling with integration in cargo handling operations and 
gainful utilisation of its manpower, the rates cannot be higher than those being 
presently charged. 
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2.2. In this backdrop, the proposed stevedoring rates have been worked out 

considering the middle point of the rates levied by the erstwhile stevedores or the average rates In 
some cases. A comparative statement showing the stevedoring rates for different types of cargo 
as furnished by the vessel agents and the basis of the proposed rates has also been furnished. 
The highlights of the proposal are as follows: ,, •' 

(i) . The proposed rates include supply of gear charges for labour supervision, 

excluding transportation charges. 

(ii) . A rebate of Rs.30/- per TEU is proposed for lashing and unlashing work done by 

the vessel agent as applicable at the JNPT. 

(iii) . In case a vessel agent utilises his own gear for loading / unloading, stuffing and 

de-stuffing operations, a rebate equivalent to the rate at which the corresponding 
equipment is hired by the port is offered. 

(iv) . The Chairman (MBPT) is authorised to include rate for any other commodity, if 

found necessary. 

(v) . To review the proposed rates after one year based on the experience gained by 

the port. 

(vi) . Traffic growth of 5% is forecast with the proposed change. 

2 3 The proposal has been endorsed by the Board of Trustees of the MBPT in its 

meeting held on 8 October 2002. 

3 1 The proposal was discussed in a meeting held on 28 October 2002 at the MBPT 

premises. The MBPT officials and representatives of the “SCI were present. The MBPT has 
submitted a written submission clarifying the following points: 

(i) (a) The income from cargo handling activity with the present system of levy of 

Rs.630/- per labour shift plus piece rate at actuals and supervision 
charges at wage plus 187% levy works out to Rs.59.70 crores for the year 
2001-02 as against operating expenditure of Rs.78.36 crores (excluding 
the expenditure on pension, gratuity and PLB payment). 

(b). With the proposed rate including income from supply of gears, the deficit 
for this activity will drop to Rs.6.82 crores as against Rs.15.70 crores 
reported for the year 2001 - 02 . 

(ii) . A few modification / corrections in its earlier proposal have been made which are 

summarised below: 


The unit of levy of on-board stevedoring charges on container is corrected 
from per TEU basis to per box basis. 

A specific rate for handling oil cake is incorporated in the revised 
proposal: a separate rate of Rs.107/- PMT is proposed for supply of 
labour for loading and filling food grains and pulses. 


A quantum of rebate for supply of gear has been proposed after 
negotiation of offers received from the suppliers for-this purpose. It has 
sought approval of these rebates as ‘upper limits’ since hire charges may 
reduce further after negotiations with gear-suppliers. 


3 2 The Shipping Corporation of India Limited (SCI) has also filed written submission 

arguing that the stevedoring rates should also take into consideration other elements of the 
package like productivity, third party liability, credit facility, etc., which are presently provided by the 
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private stevedores, tt has also agreed to submit a detailed comparison of the existing package 
and the proposed new package tor the various items. 

4 . 1 . Since the MBPT proposed to commence the stevedoring service from 1 

November 2002, at the request of the port, this Authority had passed an Order on 29 October 2002 
according adhoc approval to the proposed stevedoring rates for a period of 3 months to be 
effective from 1 November 2002. 

4 2. Since the case had not yet matured for a final decision in view of the action 

pending on the part of the MBPT and the users, the adhoc rate approved by this Authority were 
extended a couple of times. The validity of adhoc rates approved vide our Order dated 29 October 

2002 has finally been extended till 31 August 2003 or till fixation of final rates, whichever is earlier. 

5 . In accordance with the consultative procedure adopted, the MBPT proposal was 
forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 

6. Joint hearings in this case were held on 8 January 2003, 24 April 2003, 3 July 

2003 and 14 July 2003 and a personal hearing was allowed to the BSAL on 27 January 2003 in 
the presence of the MBPT officials. At the joint hearings, the MBPT and the concerned users 
have made their submissions. 

7 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available 
atourwebsitewww.tariffauthority.org. 

8 In response to the comments/written submission filed by the users, the MBPT has 
furnished its comments. Some of the main points made by the MBPT are summarised below: 

On the comments of the MANSA and CSLA 

(i) . None of the vessel agent has forwarded any documentary evidence to verify the 

details of services covered in the stevedoring rates offered by their stevedoring 
agents. 

(ii) Overtime allowances will not be charged separately. Other services such as 
supply of forklifts on board the vessel, special tally, insurance, if any, are value 
added service and cannot form part of stevedoring rates. 

(iii) . It has already been decided to extend the rebate in lashing/unlashing on total 

boxes loaded/discharged. 

(iv) . The rates fixed for stuffing/destuffing are inclusive of labour, supervision and 

documentation. Provision of forklift for stuffing/ destuffing operation by the 
erstwhile stevedores was a value added service. Notwithstanding this, the users 
have been informed about the names of forklift operators for supply of forklifts at 
the most competitive prices to ensure smooth operations. 

(v) The MBPT has to maintain a large labour force for deploying work on board the 
vessel. The salaries and wages to these labour which is maintained purely for the 
benefit of vessel agents are payable even if they remain idle. 

(vi) The recovery of wage plus levy at 187% of the wages is done as per the terms of 
Memorandum of Settlement (MOS) dated 24.7.2000 entered into between the 
BSAL, Transport and Dock Workers Union and the port. That MOS has no 
connection with the instant proposal. As per the clauses of MOS, the cost of 
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maintaining the supervisory staff and allied workers was the responsibility of 
erstwhile stevedores. The port will have to recover the operating expense like 
wage of workers and supervisory staff from the stevedoring rates -* albeit without 
increasing the rates as such. Other elements like administrative expenses, 
welfare medical, etc., have not been taken into account. The proposed rate may 
not even cover the mere operating expenditure. 

(vii). Labour charges for stuffing / de-stuffing and gang idle charge / charges for 
cancellation of gangs are levied as per the Docks Scale of Rates (DSR). 
Overtime charges for on board labour are, however, not billed to the Vessel 
Agents. The fixation of stevedoring tariff is not to be linked to any other charges 
otherwise payable by the Agents as per the DSR. In any case, the Agents were 
paying the same tariff even during the existence of the then stevedores. In due 
course of time, however, all these rates will be merged and formulated into one 
single rate. 

(viii). It has reiterated that mechanism is being developed to adjudicate the claims 
arising out of damages and to settle the same wherever negligence on the part of 
the port labour is found in course of the stevedoring operations. Despite repeated 
requests, none of the stevedores/agents have produced any document or 
agreement eNtered into for settlement of claims and the mechanism developed by 
them or any document as to how claims were settled / resolved earlier. 

(ix) . Various measures have been initiated to rationalise the piece rate scheme. 

(x) . The gangs are booked as per the agreed manning scale with the Union. The rate 

is fixed on per tonne basis, irrespective of the number of workers deployed. 
There are no standby gangs kept as such and the deployment of labour is done 
based on advance planning for cargo operations. If the actual manning were 
considered, the cost of operation would have been much higher. The issue about 
idle gang charges is being examined the impact will, however, be negligible. 

(xi) . Certain ancillary functions such as making payments for Customs overtime, filling 

of Export General Manifest (EGM), etc., are mainly the responsibilities of the 
Vessel Agents under the Customs Act. The ex-stevedores, were carrying out 
these documentation work as value added services. It has prescribed lower rates 
or midway rates for rendering stevedoring services and hence the ancillary work 
as stated by the MANSA cannot be rendered by the port. 

(xii) . As a genera! principle, stevedoring implies activities to be performed on board till 

the sling is brought on shore(wharf) in case of imports and while manoeuvring 
and taking the sling over the ship’s side into hold in case of exports. It also 
perhaps includes related data submission to the vessel agents/Lines. The 
functions likely to be performed by the port as stevedore were already clarified to 
the MANSA during the meetings held earlier. It is, therefore, incorrect to include 
ail other value added services provided by individual stevedores in the same 
stevedoring rates. 

(xiii). The port is not cross-subsidising stevedoring rates of some cargoes. In fact, the 
BSAL have filed a Writ Petition in the Mumbai High Court to bring a stay on the 
Port’s taking over the stevedoring activities, however, they couldn’t succeed in 
bringing the stay. 

On the comments of the BSAL 

(i). The productivity achieved by it after taking over the stevedoring is consistently on 
the higher side. To substantiate the position, a statement showing the 
improvement in the productivity after the port taking over the stevedoring 
operations have been furnished. This has lead to an over-all reduction in the cost 
of cargo operations. 
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(ii). 


The pool fund is not in surplus as averred by the BSAL. 


(iii). The views of the BSAL should not be taken into account since it is not directly or 
indirectly affected by the proposed rate. 

9. In response to the MBPT’s objections to consider the views of the BSAL, the 
BSAL has pointed out that since the licences of stevedoring agents were terminated by the MBPT 
with an intention to bring down the stevedoring rates, it is certainly entitled to point out to the 
TAMP if the port proposes a rate higher than the rate charged by the erstwhile stevedores. It has 
requested this Authority to direct the MBPT to discuss the various issues with it and come to an 
agreed point as decided in the joint hearing. 

10. As decided in the joint hearings held in this case, the MBPT and the concerned 
user organisation were requested to take action and furnish information on the various points. 
Some of the main issues are summarised below: 

Information/ action bv the Mumbai Port Trust. 

(i) . To review the rates proposed for some of the commodities like project cargo, 

wheat, etc.; furnish details of rebates allowed and examine t£e users demand for 
supply of forklift and for providing comprehensive services upto CY. 

(ii) . A detail analysis of cost to users prior to and aftelr it taking over the stevedoring 

operations; also, circulate these details to the concerned users for their 
comments. 

(iii) . Subsequently, based on the calculations furnished by the MBPT vide letter dated 

10 June 2003 and 26 June 2003, .the MBPT was again requested to furnish a 
detailed working of cost of rendering service for individual commodity to the 
MANSA(as decided in the joint hearing held on 30 June 2003). 

(iv) . To certify that the cost calculations furnished are based on actual cost incurred 

and not based on notional costs. 

(v) . Examine the possibility of reduction in the proposed rates with reference to items 

for which the proposed rates are higher and also furnish the 'financial implications 
thereof. 

Information/further action from the concerned users: 

(i) . The MANSA and the MBPT were requested to sit together and verify the cost 

details and the MANSA to furnish specific comments, if any on the same. 

(ii) . The MANSA was advised to furnish its written submission on the cost calculation 

of the MBPT reportedly verified by it. 

11 , 1 , With reference to the various points decided in the joint hearing, the MBPT has 

forwarded the following information: 

(i). Detailed analysis of cost to users prior to and after taking over the stevedoring 
operations has been furnished. Some of the main points made in the written 
submission are summarised below: 

(a) . The cost of service has been arrived at based on actual deployment ot 

labour and supervisory staff for providing stevedoring service for the 
period November 2002 to 31 March 2003 for each of the commodities. 

(b) . The stevedoring rates proposed (subsequently) exclude cost for supply of 

gear. 



16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(c) . Comparison of the proposed rates with the actual cost of providing the 

stevedoring service and the cost to the vessel agent prior to it taking over 
the stevedoring operation indicates that the port incurs loss for majority of 
cargo except for a few commodities like dry bulk (export), mixed general 
cargo (imports) and charges for handling, stuffing / destuffing containers. 

(d) . The charges proposed for mixed general cargo, project cargo / machinery 

(import), steel coil (Export),general cargo, oil cake in bulk, dry buik and 
container handling, stuffing/destuffing are higher as compared to the 
charges payable as per the earlier system. 

(e) . EX-BDLB has incurred an operating deficit of Rs.24.21 dfOfes for the ydif 

2002-03. Even the operating wages of the on board labour, supervisory 
staff and allied staff could not be recovered. Ah expenditure of Rs.5.76 
crore has been incurred more than its income for the period 1.11.2002 to 
31.3.2003. 

(ii) . The stevedoring rate for wood pulp is included in the mixed cargo and rate of 

Rs.117 per tonne is. being levied. The actual cost of handling wood pulp is, 
however, Rs.72.28 per tonne and with escalation factor it works Out to Rs.82.67 
per tonne. Since, it is a high productivity cargo, requiring Comparatively less 
manpower for handling, the TAMP may prescribe a separate rate for wood pulp 
based on cost of rendering service. 

(iii) . Clarifications on the various arguments made by the MANSA at the joint hearing 

held on 14 July 2003, about the piece rate payment not considered at actuals, 
refund of excessive incentive collected so far, etc., have been furnished by the 
MBPT. The main points made by the MBPT are summarised below: 

(a) . Non-payment of piece rate on certain commodities handled by on-board 

labour in particular for steel coil has been disputed by the users. Since 
the matter is under review of the Regional Labour Commissioner, the 
present method of costing has to be adhered to for all types of steel coils 
including those weighing more than 10 tonnes 

(b) . The rate of Rs.630 per shift per worker plus piece rate at actuals is 

recovered from the stevedores from 26 June 2001 in accordance with the 
TAMP Order No. TAMP/47/2000-MBPT dated 12 June 2001. 

The balance, if any, of the piece rate collected from vessel agent / 
stevedores during the period June 2001 to 31 October 2002 will be 
refunded to the concerned parties after the dispute with the labour union 
on the piece rate is resolved. No refund is possible at this juncture. 

(iv) . Based on review of the items for which the proposed rate is higher than the cost of 

providing service (excluding idle labour), it has submitted that the proposed 
stevedoring rate may be reduced by a maximum of 10% of the rates collected at 
present as per the interim Order of the TAMP for the following items relevant to 
this case: 

(a) . Project cargo/machineries. 

(b) . Container stuffing 

(c) . Container handled by ship crane. 

(d) . Container handled by port crane. 

In respect of mixed general cargo (export), dry bulk (export) and container 
destuffing, the port has requested this Authority to consider the cost at which the 
services are provided instead of the rate proposed in the comparative statement. 
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(v) . Other than the Items mentioned In point (fv) above, the proposed rate are lower 

than the cost of providing the services. 

(vi) . The modification suggested is to ensure that the overall revenue of the port does 

not reduce drastically in view of the fact that the overall revenue generated from 
stevedoring service was negative in the year 2002-03. 

11 -2. In the meanwhile, the MBPT vide letter dated 11 July 2003 has indicated the cost 

of rendering the service after considering Inflation factor and has requested to reckon with the 
inflation factor while prescribing/the per tonne rate for stevedoring services. An annual escalation 
factor of 7% appears to have been considered to cover the inflation factor. 


11 -3; In the light of the above modification, the proposed rates and the cost of rendering 

the service are shown in the table given beldW: 


Sr. 

Commodity / Activity 

Satis of 

interim rate approved 

Proposed 

Cost 

No. 


Charge 

by the TAMP 

Rate 

incurred for 







providing 




KSS 

Rebate for 

(without 

the service 





Veaaei 

gear) 

(without 




laEl 

agents 


escalation 





using own 


factor) 




ItSESI 

gear 

(in Rs.) 

(in Rs.) 


IMPORT 






1. 

Steel Coil' 


55.00 

13.00 

42.00 

49.42 

2. 

Steel Plates .Pipes and 

Angles 


65.00 

13.00 

52.00 

270.75 

3. 

Other steel products 

Per tonne 

60.00 


47.00 

57.78 

m\ 

Bagged Cargo 

Per tonne 

110.00 

13.00 

97.00 

117.92 

5. 

Wooden Logs 

Per tonne 

110.00 

13.00 

97.00 

167.14 

6. 

Machinery/ Project Cargo 

Per tonne 

160.00 

13.00 

132.30** 

116.63 

u 

Vehicle- For R 0 R 0 operation 

Per Vehicle 

Per operation 

35.00 

- 

35.00 

50.77 

■ 

For L 0 L 0 operation 

11 

250.00 


250.00 

283.52 





8. 

Mixed General Cargo 

Per tonne 

130.00 

13.00 

107.07# 

107.07 

9. 

Dry Bulk 

Per tonne 

108.00 

22.00 

86.00 

117.94 

10. 

Wood Pulp 

Per tonne 

130.00 

13.00 

72.28 

72.28 


EXPORT 






10. 

Steel Coil 

Per tonne 

65.00 

13.00 

52.00 

55.76 

11. 

Steel Plates, Pipes and 

Angles 

Per tonne 

85.00 

13.00 

72.00 

106.32 

12. 

Other steel products 

Per tonne 

60.00 

13.00 

47.00 

68.50 

13. 

Bagged Cargo 

Per tonne 

90.00 

13.00 

77.00 

116.70 

14. 

General Cargo 

Per tonne 

- 

- 

112.60 

112.60 

15. 

Oil cake in Bulk 

Per tonne 

13000 

10.00 

120.00 

226.60 

16. 

Dry Bulk 

Per tonne 

- 

- 

77.91 

77.91 
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Sr. 

No. 

Commodity / Activity 

Basis of 
Charge 

interim rate approved 
by the TAMP 

Proposed 

Rate 

(without 

gear) 

(in Rs.) 

Cost 

incurred for 
providing 
the service 
(without 
escalation 
factor) 

(in Rs.) 

Rate 

(iff Rs.) 

Rebate for 
Vessel 
agents 
Using dwn 
gear 


Container 






17. 

Stuffing 

Per TEU 

HU 

15,00 per 
_box 

2506.50** 


18. 

Destuffing 

Per TEU 

■ 

15.00 per 
box 

1543.44# 

1543.44 

19. 

On-board stevedoring using 
Ships Crane 

Per Box 

700.00 


580.50 ** 

547.83 

• 

20. 

On-board stevedoring using 
Port Gantry crane 

Per Box 

409.08 


360.00** 

235.21 


Note: (i), (**) the rate has been reduced by 10% 


(ii). For (#) the port has sy§p§tea to approve the rate at the cost at which 
the services provided 

12 - MANSA has pointed out thdt the MBPT statement do not mention commodity 

wise actual cargo handled, it has reiterated some of its earlier points. Subsequently, it has 
furnished specific comments on the MUPT cost details which are summarised below: 

(i) . The cost considered by the MBPT includes salary and wages for 16 labour per 

gang whereas actually 13 or 14 per gang are deployed thereby increasing the 
labour cost by approximately 15%. The cost of additional' labour who are 
deployed for other activities not relating to stevedoring functions should not be 
considered as a ‘stevedoring expense’. 

(ii) . The inclusion of estimates for various purposes like hospital and canteen 

expense, other expense, management expense, finance and miscellaneous 
expense, etc., for which no details have been furnished only inflates the 
stevedoring cost. 

(iii) . The port is collecting a very high piece rate on estimates which is not being paid to 

labour in particular for package above 10 tonnes (Rs.26.83 which constitute 60% 
of the Stevedoring cost). The element of piece rate should be mentioned with a 
Clear direction to the MBPT to refund all excess amount collected on account of 
piece rate to the port users once the issue is resolved. 

(iv) . Excess gangs are deployed by the port to try and utilise all the labour which leads 

to. increase in the per ton cost of labour. In the case of chick peas in bulk, the 
productivity has fallen from 300 tonnes to 200 tonnes per gang shift resulting in 
50% increase in the cost. 

(v) . In view of the position explained above, the proposed stevedoring charges should 

be reduced to the extent possible. 

13- With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i). The MBPT has taken over the stevedoring services w.e.f. 1 Nov 2002 in order to 
streamline on-board and shore cargo handling operations and also to avoid 
involvement of multiple agencies in cargo handling which has reportedly 
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contributed to high handling cost at the Mumbai Port. Taking over of the 
stevedoring services is a management decision of the Board of Trustees of the 
MBPT and this Authority has no role to play in that. The limited issue before this 
Authority is to fix the rates at which the stevedoring services are provided by the 
port. In this context, it may be relevant to note the statistical highlights provided 
by the MBPT show that idle time has reduced and faster turnaround of vessels is 
achieved after it has taken over the stevedoring services. 

(ii) . Generally, tariff fixation at the major ports is subject to a cost plus regime. The 

MBPT does not want to adopt such a traditional cost pius modei since the cost 
based rates were found to be higher than those rates earlier ievied by the 
stevedores. The MBPT has, therefore, done well to analyse the market rates on 
the basis of information that they had collected from tweive shipping agents before 
proposing the rates for the services to be provided. The MBPT has explained that 
the proposed rates in most of the cases are the minimum in that category levied 
earlier by the stevedores. There is no scope to verify these details since the 
MBPT itself could not secure any documentary evidence in this regard from the 
stevedores f shipping agents. Even in this proceedings before this Authority, none 
of the participating user organization could produce any authentic document to 
counter the claim of MBPT about the earlier market rates. 

(iii) . Since the operation commenced from 1 Nov 2002, this Authority had aiready 

approved the proposed rates as an interim arrangement. At the interim rates, the 
MBPT has certified that this service has resuited in a revenue deficit of Rs.5.76 
crores for the period from 1 Nov 2002 to 31 March 2003. It has also added that in 
the case of stevedoring activity, it could not even recover the operating wages of 
on board labour, supervisory staff and allied staff. While we do not want to 
analyse the various reasons contributing to this deficit position, this is a pointer to 
show that the interim rates allowed by this Authority have not resuited in creation 
of any excess surplus to the MBPT in absolute terms. 

(iv) . Before the MBPT took over stevedoring services, licenced private stevedores 

were providing this service by hiring iabours from the port. The BSA Limited has 
been consulted by us not because they are a user group directly affected by the 
rates proposed by the MBPT but to take note of their experience in the field. This 
has become necessary since the MBPT’s proposed rates are reportedly derived 
from the (then) existing market rates. Seen in this light, the objection of the MBPT 
against consulting BSA Limited does not carry any force. 

(v) . The BSA has argued that the MBPT proposes to adopt the rates collected by 

private stevedores whereas one of the reasons given by the port for taking over 
the stevedoring services is that the rates ievied by the private stevedores are also 
responsible for high handling cost. As has been mentioned earlier, this Authority 
does not like to go into the reasons for taking over of stevedoring services by the 
MBPT. The MBPT has not in toto adopted the rates ievied by the private 
stevedores. In most of the cases it has adopted the minimum of the market rates 
and in some cases, average rates have been considered. Instead of making only 
a statement, it would have been useful if the BSA had produced documentary 
evidence to show the exact rates levied eariier by its members. 

(vi) . One of the main objections raised by the users is that the MBPT as a stevedore 

does not provide many of the services which were provided by the erstwhile 
stevedores though the port has proposed to adopt the market rates levied by 
them. The users have, therefore, demanded that the proposed rates should be 
scaled down. The MBPT has contended that the erstwhile stevedores were 
performing certain ancillary functions as value added service. Since it has 
adopted midway/lower of the market rates, the port cannot offer such value added 
services. Even though the users have vigorously agitated this issue, none of them 
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have furnished any documentary evidence to substantiate their claim. If such 
documents had been made available, it would have helped this Authority to 
identify the mandatory components of stevedoring services for which basic rate 
will apply and the optional services as value additions. 

(vii).' The BSA has pointed out that the MBPT has to work on ‘no profit no loss’ basis 
and, therefore, the rates should be reduced. It has also suggested that interest on 
‘pool fund' of about Rs.14 crores available with MBPT should be taken into 
account for arriving at the proposed rates. 

It is noteworthy that port trusts are generally self-financing organizations. They 
are expected to generate revenue not only to meet operating expenses but also 
meet future developmental needs. In recognisation of this position only, a pre¬ 
determined rate of return is allowed to major ports while fixing their rates. That 
being so, it may not be correct to say that ports should operate only on ‘no profit 
no loss’ basis. In any case, the MBPT has reported loss at the proposed level of 
rates which are in operation since November 2001. 

With the MBPT taking over stevedoring services, there will not be a separate levy 
for supervisory staff and allied workers. The MBPT has explained that the 
proposed Fate may not even cover the operating expenditure and thus leaving the 
other expenses like overhead, administrative expenses, etc., totally uncovered. 
The MBPT has categorically denied that the pool fund is not in surplus as 
indicated by the BSA. That being so, the question of considering interest on such 
fund does not arise at all. 

(viii). The CSLA and MANSA have made a genuine demand that MBPT should provide 
comprehensive service to containers and levy a box rate. Even though the MBPT 
has conceded this demand in principle and agreed in April 2003 to submit a 
suitable proposal, nothing has been heard from the port so far. Provision of 
comprehensive service to containers will be in line with the MBPT’s decision to 
avoid involvement of multiple agencies in handling. The MBPT is advised to 
expedite submission of its proposal in this regard. 

(ix) . The existing Dock Scale of Rates prescribes charges in respect of labour 

requisitioned and supplied but not fully or properly utilized. The MANSA has 
contended that there is no justification for levy of gang idle charges / gang 
compensation since the MBPT is to provide a complete service. It has argued that 
on shore activity is the responsibility of the port hence gang idle/gang 
compensation charges should not be levied. In this context, the MBPT has 
clarified that even in the earlier system, the agents were paying this rate as per 
the Dock Scale of Rates. This charge is leviable only if the gang after its 
deployments is kept idle by the agents for whatsoever reasons. Further, it does 
not relate only to the stevedoring activity. Since this is an existing tariff 
arrangement, this Authority is not inclined to modify it at this juncture as part of 
this proposal. Nevertheless, the MBPT should address this issue frontally while 
proposing box rate for comprehensive services to be provided to containers. 

(x) . The MBPT has furnished a comparative statement showing the proposed rate 

without supply of gear, cost of providing the service and the cost incurred by the 
agents prior to it taking over the stevedoring operation. The MANSA has argued 
that the costs incurred by it earlier for the stevedoring service for steel coil, project 
cargo, wood puop were less than the proposed rate. It has furnished working of 
the stevedoring rate for a few commodities; but piece rates payable for different 
commodities are not fully considered. 

The MANSA has pointed out that the piece rate collected by the MBPT is far is 
excess of the actual payment made by the port and have, therefore, demanded 
refund of the excess piece rate collected so far from the stevedores. The port has 
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explained that the issue about payment of piece rate for certain commodities has 
been disputed by Labour Unions and is being reviewed by the RLC. The port has 
argued that the piece rate payment withheld by it for some of the commodities 
would become payable if the RLC verdict is not In the favour of the port. The port 
has, however, agreed to process refund of piece rate, if arises, once the matter is 
resolved. In view of this assurance made by the Port, it is not found necessary to 
dweli on this issue any further. 

(xi). The MANSA has also pointed out that the MBPT has considered the cost of 16 
labour per gang, whereas, the actual labour deployed is only 13 to 14 per gang. 
The MANSA has demanded that additional labour gang which are deployed for 
activities other than stevedortng should not be considered as a stevedoring 
expense. The MBPT has also admitted that the actual deployment may be less 
than 16 member gangs but, statutorily it has to deploy 16 workers. Hence, even if 
they are idle or working for other than stevedoring operation the direct wage pius 
piece rate payable to them has to be considered as overhead. The reply clearly 
indicates that there will be no change in the total cost of the service. If the wages 
for the extra workers are not counted as direct cost, it will figure in indirect cost. In 
any case, the proposal of MBPT is not fully for a cost based tariff fixation; and, 
there is a revenue deficit to the port at the proposed rates. Viewed from this 
perspective, the objection of MANSA in this regard is not found to be very 
relevant. 


(xii). The rates proposed are lower than the cost of providing service and also lower in 
comparison with the per tonne cost to the users in the earlier system for most of 
the cargo items. For a few items like mixed general cargo and project 
cargo/machinery in import category and general cargo, dry bulk in export category 
and for container handling, the proposed rates are higher than the cost of 
providing service. The MBPT has reviewed the earlier proposed stevedoring rates 
for these items and have proposed to reduce the existing interim rates by a 
maximum of 10% for project cargo/machinery, container stuffing, container 
handled by ship crane and by port crane. For the remaining four items, it has 
suggested to consider the cost of rendering the service. Even after the proposed 
10% reduction in the rates, the resultant rates will be more than cost of providing 
the service in case of few items. It is relevant to mention here that the cost 
considered here are only direct cost and not the total cost. Further, in most of the 
cases, foe proposed rates are lower than foe (direct) cost of service, which means 
they are also to be met by ‘cross-subsidisation’. Bearing in mind the fact that 
fixing rates with reference to total costs will exorbitantly hike the rates and faced 
with a handicap of non availability of reliable documents from users to verify the 
market rates, this Authority is inclined to approve the modified rates proposed by 
the M&PT. 


(xiih The MANSA has pointed out that earlier a separate tariff category for wood pulp 
existed which should be restored. The MBPT has agreed to prescribe a separate 
rate in view of high volume of this cargo. The cost of providing service to wood 
pulp as indicated by the port is Rs.72.28 per tonne. This Authority therefore 
approves the stevedoring rate for wood pulp at Rs.72.00 per tonne at the level of 
cost of providing service for this cargo. 

(xiv) While SCI has pleaded that supply of forklift for on board work should be included 
in the stevedoring rate, the MANSA has demanded that gear cost should be 
delinked from stevedoring rates. The demand of MANSA a PP ear ® be 
reasonable since the MBPT itself hires such gears and P«VKie«iem for 
operations. In this backdrop, it is found logical to retainthe rebate earlier 
approved as the ceiling rates for supply of gears by the MBPT. As earlier, the 
vessel agents will have the option to bring in their own gears. 
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(xv) . The MBPT has furnished the revised rates without considering the annual price 

escalation factor. It has separately furnished a statement duly incorporating a 7% 
p.a. escalation. It is noteworthy that this Authority generally allows an escalation 
factor of 6% on costs in the second year. While there will be a cost escalation due 
to inflation, it has to be recognised that improved productivity will bring down cost; 
and, the MBPT has indicated about improvement in productivity after its taking 
over of stevedoring operation. That being so, an escalation factor of 5% for the 
second year is found to be sufficient. In other words, the rates approved now will 
be automatically enhanced by 5% in the second year. 

(xvi) . As has been mentioned earlier, the (originally) proposed rates have been 

implemented on an adhoc basis since Nov 2002. These rates are still continuing 
The existing (interim) rates are allowed to continue till 30 September 2003. The 
revised rates approved now will be effective from 1 October 2003 and remain valid 
for two years thereafter. In the second year i.e., from 1 October 2004, the revised 
rates will automatically be enhanced by 5%. Further, in line with the policy 
direction given by the Government, the rates approved now will act as ceiling level 
only. If the MBPT wants to operate at a lower level on commercial considerations, 
it can do so. Likewise, the rebates approved will only be floor levels. 

14 - . . In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following: 

(i) . The rates approved for stevedoring services provided by MBPT vide earlier Order 

No. TAMP/Q/2002-MBPT dated 29 October 2002 shall continue to be in force till 
30 September 2003. 

(ii) . The relevant Scale of Rates of MBPT is amended a5 given in Annex. This 

amendment shall come into effect from 1 October 2003 and remain valid for 2 
years thereafter. 


A. L. BONGERWAR. Chairman 
[No. ADVT/III/IV/I43/03-Exty.] 


Annex 


The existing Schedule in Sub-section (C) below Sub-section (B) of Section-IV, 
Composite Berth Hire Charges in the Scale of Rates charged at the Docks of the 
Mumbai Port Trust is substituted by the following: 

( c )- CHARGES FOR PROVIDING ON BOARD STEVEDORING SERVICES PAYABLE BY 
IHE—INDENTORS / VES SEL AGENTS / VESSEL OWNERS / CONTAINER 
OPERATORS "*" - 


SR. 

NO. 

Commodity / Activity 

Basis of 
Charge 

Stevedoring 

rate 

(with out 
gear) 

(in Rs.) 

Ceiling Rate 
for supply of 
gear by the 
port 

(in Rs.) 


IMPORT 

* 



1. 

Steel Coil 

Per tonne 

42.00 

13.00 


Steel Plates .Pipes and Angles 

Per tonne 

52.00 

13.00 


Other steel products 

Per tonne 

47.00 

13.00 


■»' * 























5 . 


Bagged Cargo 


Woodeft Logs 


Mixed General Cargo 



Machinery/Project Cargo 


Vehicle 

(a). For RoRo operation 
b).For LoLo operation 


Wood Pulp 




Steel Coll 


Steel Plates, Pipes and Angles 


Other steel products 


Bagged Cargo 


General Cargo 


Oil cake in Bulk 

(trimming & bleeding of bags on 
Board 


Dry Bulk 


Container 


Destuffing 

On-board stevedoring using 

Ship’s crane ____ 

On-board stevedoring using Port 
Gantry crane 



Per TEU 


Per TEU 
Per Box 

Per Box 


2506. 


1543.00 

580.50 

360.00 


15.00 per box 
55.00 


Notes: 

(i) . A Vessel agent may bring his own gear for loading/unloading, stuffing and de¬ 

stuffing operations. In case the port supplies gear for loading/unloading, stuffing 
and de-stuffing operations, then the rate as prescribed in column number (5) shall 
be leviable as a ceiling rate. 

(ii) . Lashing and unlashing containers on board the vessel shall be the responsibility 

of the vessel Agents. For lashing and unlashing work done by the vessel agent a 
rebate of Rs.30/- per box will be granted on all the boxes loaded/discharged. 

(iii) . Lashing of export steel cargo, especially steel pipes, is the responsibility of the 

shipping agents. The rates at Sr. Nos.11,12 and 13 do not include lashing charges 
and no rebate is, therefore, allowed for lashing. 


♦ 
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(iv) . Charges for supply of labour for the work of loading and filling of food grains and 

pulses will be Rs. 107/-per tonne. 

(v) . (a). The rate prescribed in the schedule given above will be valid for one year 

w.e.f. 1 October 2003 to 30 September 2004. 

(b). An escalation factor of 5% will be applied on the stevedoring rates 
prescribed in the schedule given above w.e.f. 1 October 2004 and these 
rates will remain valid till 30 September 2005. 

(vi) . The rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates are ceiling levels; likewise, rebates and 

discounts are floor levels. The Port Trust may, if it so desires, charge tower rates 
and / or allow higher rebates and discounts. 
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